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April 28, 1983 



Dr. James Barger 
Bolt Beranek & Newman 
$0 Moulton St. 

Cambridge, MA 02138 

Ernest Aschkenasy and Mark Weiss 
Computer Science Department 
Queens College, CUNY 
Flushing, NY 11367 

In C.A. 78-0322/0^20 combined, my FOIA suits for the JFK assassi- 
nation records of the FBI’s Dallas and New Orleans offices, I 
brought to light the only proof I. recall of the fact that the FBI 
did indeed have its own tapes of the Dallas police radio broad- 
casts. What strikes me as remarkable Is the diligence with which 
it has sworn to a series of lies about this under oath and the 
fact that nowhere in any of the several JFK assassination , tf main" 
files is there the slightest indication of this. Its dedication 
to and practice of Orwell is so complete that there Is no mention 
of this in the lj.0 linear feet of its once-secret index to those 
Dallas main files for the year and a half beginning with the 
assassination. 

While extensive experience with the FBI in court in FOIA cases 
persuades that it can and does get away with anything, and within 
this experience perjury is more than merely commonplace, I none- 
theless believe that its current chain of sworn untruths, some 
openly contradicting others, is out of the ordinary. It would 
have been much simpler, cheaper, safer and easier to merely dub 
the tapes for me. This is especially true that now, although it 
has tainted all the cases, I am making FBI false swearing a major 
point in litigation that, the FBI knows, may reach a relatively 
unprejudiced panel at the appeals court. 

It always stonewalls, but given the possibilities, however remote, 
that the FBI can be seriously embarrassed by this, that it has 
already stonewalled for more than five years, and that Congress 
is holding FOIA hearings, I am inclined to believe that it is 
possible the FBI has some special purpose in running risks to 
continue to withhold its 1961). dubs of the original recordings. 
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One possibility is that the original dubs may have been made with 
care, because the FBI h& d to transcribe them and live with its 
transcriptions. (It had found it impossible to use the belts and 
discs.) Care could have eliminated recording skips and jpmps of 
track, which did occur. 




Although as I received these records I sent copies to Dallas 
people who were interested, none ever let me know what, if any- 
thing, they did with those copies. On the chance that you did 
not receive it, I enclose a xerox of Dallas record 89-U3-105>53 . 
(This is the "main" assassination file.) I draw your attention 
to several parts with paperclips in the right margin. 

I have the details of the broadcasting equipment referred to if 
it interests you. 

I also have and appear not to have made a separate copy of for 
subject filing a similar report detailing how the tapes were made. 
I am certain I sent a copy to those who have more interest in this 
theft I can now. Those machines could be used for playback while 
they were recording, as I recall it, and because there were no 
other machines, they were. The only means of dubbing was to 
record with a microphone the audible sounds on playback. It was 
not possible to patch from either machine to a tape recorder. 

It seems to me that there thus are two possibilities of accounting 
for the broadcast on the wrong channel that Barber and the NAS 
panel seized upon. It could have been picked up by the tape- 
recorder microphone when it was being played aloud and/or -the 
needle jumped track. 

I wish I could tell you that I expect to get a dub of this origi- 
nal FBI rerecording of the police broadcasts, but with a Judge 
who has said in open court that he takes his leads from the FBI 
and then demonstrates that be does, the prospects may not be very 
good . 

For whatever it may mean to you, when the Justice Department 
finally got around to making the requested analysis, it arranged 
for the body to be outside FOIA. In fact, it repeatedly almost 
chortles in glee over this in several Department (not FBI) 
records I've obtained. It thus knew that no devil loving scrip- 
ture could get the panel’s workpapers. 

You may have devoted more time to this matter than you originally 
visualized, something with which I am quite familiar, but you can 
not have become subject experts. 'For whatever it is worth to 
you, the actual evidence, as distinguished from the official con- 
clusions (which turn out to hav.e been instant FBI preconceptions) 
leaves absolutely no doubt that more than three shots were fired. 
The FBI has not attempted feven pro forma refutation of the exten- 
sive evidence in anothqq lawsuit in which adducing that proof was 
pertinent. 

Some of this other evidence it refused to confront is in its own 
files. It reports other shooting the FBI refused to investigate. 
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My work centers on the body of the crime, and it is this evidence 
that I refer to above in saying that there is and was no doubt 
that more than four shots were fired. If you should ever want 
more detail, please let me know. 

So you can appreciate how soon the FBI decided upon the bird-in- 
hand lone assassin, I also enclose a copy of a record created 
before Oswald was charged, on the very day of the crime. The 
FBI then refused even to consider any other suspects or conspira- 
tors "as true subject located." 

It happens that the FBI had received a number of report? Just 
before the assassination of threats against JFK by the cited 
group. 

While I do not believe that your interests will go in that direc- 
tion, I tell you that I have all the disclosed FBIHQ, Dallas and 
New Orleans records and the Dallas Index to which I refer above. 
If you ever need any of this information, I will be happy to help 
as much as I can. 



Sincerely, 



Harold Weisberg 
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